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Aftermath: If any of our readers believe that these post-election days constitute — for the victors — 
a period of self-satisfied calm, punctuated only by contented snores from Union League Clubs, they 
must revise their ideas. The fight has just begun. 


Within twenty-four hours of Stevenson’s fine “conceding message” to Ike, the alert GOP “liberals”, 
who have run with hares and hunted with hounds, began to talk of how Ike won by the sheer power 
of his personality and how he owed “nothing to anybody”. This view was regarded by GOP profes- 
sionals as “stuff and nonsense”. They suspected that the “liberals” wanted to surround the General as 
quickly as possible, get a hastily selected cabinet sympathetic to themselves, exclude the politicos and to 
shape policy along “liberal” lines. Hence it was not surprising to hear GOP Party Chairman Summer- 
field tell the press that the victory could have been won by Taft or any other Republican candidate. 
(Taft chimed in.) These were not unconsidered statements. 


Mr. Summerfield knows that Ike owes his victory to those who voted for him and he knows where 
the votes came from — that’s his business. He did not have to hark to Mr. James A. Farley who said 
(New York Times, November 9) that one important cause of the Democratic defeat was “the loss of the 
Catholic vote”. Summerfield realizes that McCarthy is, politically, the bell-wether of that flock. His 
esteem for the Senator from Wisconsin is high. It may be that the term “Catholic vote” is too broad. 
Spot checks indicate that Irish and Polish Catholic areas revolted against the Democratic Administra- 
tion. We do not know about other subdivisions of this “vote”. A lot of study is probably being given to 
the thousands of election districts and the figures are being collated. 


But, even without collation, Summerfield would know where the Ike votes did not come from. The 
Negro vote held pretty solid for Stevenson, a quick survey shows. So did the Jewish vote. A GOP 
election specialist on New York made a brief check of districts in Manhattan which are predominantly 


Jewish. He found them proportionately as strong for Stevenson as they were for Lehman in the Lehman- 
Dulles election of 1950. 


All these things, Mr. Summerfield as chief of the party organization is undoubtedly reporting to 
the President-designate. And he will have more to communicate as time goes on. Also, press reports 
from Augusta, Georgia, where Ike is sojourning, say that Eisenhower is now believed “due to act slowly 
in choosing his cabinet”. That wasn’t what the “liberal” commentators were saying last week on the 
morning after. Someone beside the “liberals” must have been talking to the General. 


This morning we hear from a GOP party source that the General has specified the following as a 
rule: no party conference will be held unless some representative of the Taft wing is present. Senator 
Millikin, a close friend of Taft, has visited Augusta. 


The name of Senator Lodge is much in the news. In the Capital, especially on the Hill, Lodge 
does not enjoy the esteem awarded him in much of the press. Those who have watched him in meet- 
ings of the GOP policy committee have never been much impressed with his knowledge and ability in 
legislative matters. Even in foreign policy discussions, he has often failed to show sufficient “back- 
ground” to hold his own in arguments with other Senators. “Too low a calibre” for major cabinet post 


— is one summation. “Ike cannot afford a Stettinius”, is another. (Edward F. Stettinius, the none-too- 
bright Secretary of State in 1944-45.) 
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Post Mortem: If we seem to emphasize too heavily the role of racial and religious groups in the elec. 
tion of Ike, we should correct such an impression. The professionals cannot afford to dismiss the prob- 
lem of “why did we win?” by saying “the people just wanted a change”. They have to examine the 
results meticulously and find out what groups were responsible. Politicians’ charts of election districts 
contain this particular geography. We must report what professionals consider the “why”. Nor is that 
necessarily a narrow view. 


‘The one pollster — many in the Capital agree — who correctly called the turn was Mr. Samuel 
Lubell, author of the current best-seller, The Future of American Politics. Mr. Lubell, backed by the 
Rockefeller Foundation over some years, made an intensive study of population and election trends, 
With admirable courage and perception, he accurately forecasted the pattern of voting in this election. 
On the eve of the election, in the Scripps-Howard press (which deserves high marks for courage in run- 
ning Lubell’s reports), he predicted Ike’s victory on the basis of trends in this pattern. Too many pub- 
lications prefer to dodge discussion of this often touchy subject. Politicians cannot afford to discount it, 
for they must now chart their course for the 1954 and 1956 elections — the GOP to keep the voting groups 
which pushed them over the line, the Democrats to win them over to their side. 


Another point: Wise GOP professionals, now that the period of gloating is over, are realistically 
correcting initial and too enthusiastic impressions. One is that “Ike got in on a popular landslide”. That 
is not true. He got in on an electoral landslide. Of the popular vote, he got 55.4 per cent. That, tradi- 
tionally, has not constituted a “landslide”. Senator Taft yesterday, in the Cincinnati Times-Star, pointed 
out that Harding won in 1920 with 64 per cent; Coolidge in 1924 with 65 per cent; Hoover in 1928 
with 59 per cent; Roosevelt in 1936 with 62 per cent. These were landslides. 


Taft, reviewing this revised picture, said that the Democrats got their regular “standard” vote 
and most of the “so-called independent vote”; but that Ike won the “uninterested” vote, those “who did 
not trouble to vote in previous elections”. This picture serves as a sobering reminder to Republicans 
who on the morrow of the election had visions of easily staying in power for decades. It also serves — 
for the GOP political strategists —- as a vade mecum to enable them to retain the mass of new and “pre- 
viously uninterested” voters who brought about the victory. 


Sounds of Transition: Yesterday was Armistice Day, a holiday for everyone — save staffs on Capi- 
tol Hill. There, Republican researchers were busy fulfilling requests from politicos in the constituencies. 
Some of the 3,000 GOP County Committeemen wanted to know how many Federal jobs would be avail- 
able for the faithful once the new Administration takes over. The staffs were busy trying to find out. 
The abolition of the bureaucracy, which Mr. Chodorov urges elsewhere in this issue, will not prove an 
easy task. 





Old-timers say that the number of jobs “protected by Civil Service” — as the Washington 
papers have been saying — are over-estimated. True, these civil servants cannot be fired and the “faith- 
ful” put in their places. But Congress can abolish jobs. Congressman John Taber, who is a budget 
cutter of long experience will head the House Appropriations Committee. He has acquired a violent 
aversion not only to many Executive positions, but also to whole subdivisions of the Executive arm of 
the Government. There will be a conflict between the GOP politicos, looking for jobs to reward their 
followers, and Congressmen who want economy. 





Members of investigating staffs wonder how much incineration is already going on in Execu- 
tive offices downtown. They are convinced that many files and records are being destroyed to protect 
the outgoing officials against future probes by Congress. 





Far from deserting the field of Communists-in-Government, Senator McCarthy will probably 
still have lots to do about such matters — according to staff members on the Hill. It is no easy task 
— even with a willing and cooperative Executive — to run down all of these people, and to expel them. 



























Many have “connections” with GOP “liberals” who will seek to protect them. Additionally, there will © 
be probes of Communist infiltration in fields outside the Government — in education (already under 
way), in foundations, movies, etc. 


Bella and the Schools: Look for cries of consternation all over the country under the direction and 
leadership of the National Commission for the Defense of Democracy Through Education, which is the 
Politburo of the heavily subsidized and powerful National Education Association, and its affiliates, when 
Bella V. Dodd really begins to unburden her soul about the so-called “Progressive” educators and the . 
Communist conspiracy in the public schools. 


For ten years (1935-1945) Dr. Dodd was by long odds the most powerful, resourceful and inde- 
fatigable commissar of the American Communist Party in the field of education. But now Dr. Dodd has 
renounced Communism and has already set out to undo as much as she can of the evil she fostered as an 
instrument of the Communist conspiracy. She has already appeared before her ancient enemy, the New 
York State Board of Higher Education, named Communists on the faculties of borough colleges who 
have since been suspended or dismissed and told of the Communist domination of the New York State ~ 
Teachers Union and of the methods employed by underground Communist teachers in spreading Commu- 
nist infection among school children. 


But, most importantly, she has appeared before the Senate Internal Security Committee and has 
begun testimony to be concluded at later sessions on so-called “Progressive” education: how it was 
eagerly seized upon and championed by the Comintern as the ideal system for limiting the ability of chil- 
dren in capitalist societies to read, write and think or act for themselves, and so to cause them to depend 
upon the state for a guaranteed livelihood and for protection against the hazards caused by their inade- 
quate training for the battle of life. She is obliged, now, by her vows and her duties in penance to 
tell the truth. Watch for the fireworks when she turns her formidable artillery on the political com- 
missars of the NEA. 


Radio Front: “What’s happened and is happening in Europe is not difficult to understand. It is quite 
simple. Of course, one cause of the trouble is Europe’s wars — not just this last war but the First 
World War — both of which have saddled Europe with terrible losses and terrible debts. However, 
Europe could recover from the war damage. What Europe cannot recover from is the political damage. 
And the political damage comes from one thing and one thing alone — Europe’s socialism.” 


The above is taken from a recent broadcast by John T. Flynn, a regular feature entitled “Behind 
the Headlines”, sponsored by America’s Future, Inc. Flynn, author of The Road Ahead and While You - 
Slept, now regularly talks over this program and another, “Americans, Speak Up”, to hundreds of sta- 
tions in some 42 states of the Union. In California, for instance, over 30 local stations relay his broad- 


casts. For information concerning these broadcasts and the relaying stations, apply to America’s Future, 
Inc., 210 East 43rd Street, New York 17, N. Y. 


Book Front: John Underhill, former New York Times reporter, has written a book giving a conserva- 
tive’s picture of politics in the past decade, including this year’s campaign. Henry Regnery Company 
will have it on their spring 1953 list. 


The New York Times book section has loosened up and given reviews to two books gotten out by 
the courageous firm of Devin-Adair, publishers of Senator McCarthy’s books. (The two books are Can- 
cer by Boris Sokoloff and The Newman Way by Sean O’Faolain.) A sign of the times? 
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DISCRIMINATION AT CHRISTMAS 


HUMAN EVENTS. Why? Because they are your friends. 


reminder of an intellectual bond between you. 


Some of your friends would best like to be remembered this Christmas with a subscription to 


As you are a reader of this publication, it can be assumed that you associate with people 
interested in public affairs. For them, you could not select a more appropriate gift. Not only 
will this commentary on the course of events appeal to them, but every week it will be a welcome 


of its coming. 
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At least six of your friends are in this category. Below is space for six subscriptions; if you 
want to remember more, a letter will serve as a subscription blank. 


Time is getting short. Send in your Christmas subscriptions now — and just before Christmas 
your friends will receive the first number, with proper notice, of course, that you are the cause 


Keep in mind, too, that whenever thereafter you meet with these people, conversation will be 
enlivened with some such remark as “according to HUMAN EVENTS .. .” 


Christmas Gift Subscription Rates —1952 


A gift card, in your name, will accompany the first issue of each Christmas subscription. To make sure this card 
is properly inscribed, please indicate just how the inscription should read. 
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Two or more 3-month subscriptions at $2.50 each; two or more 6-month subscriptions at $5.00 each; two or more 
annual subscriptions at $9.00 each. 


With a $50.00 order you will be entitled to a free bound copy of HUMAN EVENTS for the year 195] 


(regular price, $4.00). 
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CONSERVATIVES CAN STAY IN POWER I 





By J. Harvitr WILLIAMS 


— twenty long years the ‘“‘Roosevelt Revolution” has been brought to at least a tem- 
porary halt. The election of Eisenhower pos¢s a question for the conservatives — of 
both parties — who helped to bring it about: has this “revolution” been stopped or will 
the next four years prove to be merely a respite? The answer lies with the conservatives 
themselves. If during this Eisenhower regime they reorganize and consolidate their 
forces, they can prevent a return of the New and Fair Deals; and the first step in plan- 
ning their strategy is to assess the victory at the polls for what it really was, not what 
it seems to be. 


The Eisenhower victory was not a “landslide”. The 442 to 89 division of the Presi- 
dential Electors (83.2 per cent to 16.8) is not a reliable measure of the results of the 
elections. A more accurate measure is the division of the popular vote. Here, Eisenhower 
has 55.5 per cent to 44.5 per cent for Stevenson, of the major-party vote. Presidents Hard- 
ing, Coolidge and Hoover each did far better in the year of his election; and Hoover won 


two more Republican Electors than Eisenhower. 


Nor is the Eisenhower success a Republican victory; the best that can be said for it is 
that it was a Truman defeat, or an expression of popular conservatism. With the strong- 
est Presidential candidate since Herbert Hoover in 1928, the party was able to win only 
technical control of the Congress. In the Senate the Republicans will have exactly half 
of the 96 seats, and may have to depend on the tie-breaking vote of Vice President-to-be 
Richard Nixon to gain the necessary majority. When the final results are officially re- 


ported on the contests for seats in the House of Representatives the Republicans will have 
from three to five more than half of the members. 


Acts of God could easily shift such a thin margin of congressional control from the 
Republicans to the Democrats. During its two-year life, the normal occurrence of va- 
cancies in the 83rd Congress, their filling by special election or by appointment, may 
transfer co1.trol from the Republicans to the Democrats in either or both Houses. In 


that event President Eisenhower will be faced with a Congress led by Truman supporters. 
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Thus, the close division between the parties in the Congress-elect points up the neces. 
sity of an early party realignment; or, more exactly, a formal Southern Democrat-Repub- 
lican alliance. The Republican party is no longer strong enough, even if it were all con. 


servative, to reflect the strength of conservatives in the nation-wide electorate. 


_ The additional source of conservative strength in Congress is the South. The eleven 
States have 22 United States Senators and 106 Representatives. They are overwhelmingly 
conservative. All of these Senators and 100 of the Representatives were elected as ‘‘Demo- 
crats’. In the recent elections the Republicans added to their two long-held East Tennes- 
see seats four additional House seats, three in Virginia and one in North Carolina. No 


more than one of these newly won seats is apt to be held through the 1954 elections. The 
South will remain “Democratic”. 


tial PROBLEM OF PARTY realignment depends on the forging of such a formal alli- 

ance in Congress between the conservative Republicans and the conservative Southern 
Democrats, an alliance that will join them together in the organized majority of each 
House just as though they were members of the same party. In Congress we would see 
Byrd, George, Cox and Howard Smith working shoulder to shoulder with Taft, Bridges, 


Martin, Halleck and Brown, to name but a few. 


The Republicans, if formal control slips from them, can be expected to make some 
move along these lines. They may well, under such circumstances, become so anxious to 
regain the many prerogatives of majority status, committee chairmanships and the addi- 
tional power that goes with membership in a legislative majority, that they will take the 


initiative and invite the Southern Democrats into a formal alliance. 


The main obstacle to this step is prerogative. When the Republicans are in the major- 
ity in either Senate or House they make up the legislative program and schedule the busi- 
ness to be acted upon on the floor. More important, Republicans make up the majority 
on each standing committee and the committee chairman is a Republican. This powerful 
figure guides the work of the committee, appoints subcommittees to hold hearings on pro- 
posed legislation, shapes up the committee reports and handles the bills on the floor. From 
the hundreds of bills introduced by members that have been referred to his committee he 
selects the relatively few to be considered, pigeonholing the others. Thus he has what is 
sometimes called “the power of life and death” over proposed legislation. Legislative 


bodies are very reluctant to overrule their committees. 


Once it is understood that the overwhelming bulk of legislative work is done in com- 


mittee, and that this work is done by the majority members under the direction of the 

















committee chairman, it will be seen why minority-status is shunned, and why committee 
chairmanships are highly prized positions. One member of Congress has said: ‘‘Member- 


ship in a legislative minority is the lowest form of political life.” 


Prerogative, then, is a main stumbling block to the early formation of a formal al- 
liance in Congress between Republicans and Southern Democrats. When the Democrats 
were in the majority the Southern memberazhad majority status and a goodly number of 
the choice committee chairmanships. To ha¥e formed an alliance with the Republican 
minority at that time would have cost them some of their chairmanships, these going to 
Republicans having higher seniority. But, on the other hand, all would have retained 
their status in the mew majority — a precious thing. Today, even with the thin margin 
of their majority, certain Republicans are the ones who would have to make the sacrifices 
of giving up their committee chairmanships to more senior Southern Democrats, if an 


alliance is to be formed. 


T IS THE present touch and go situation in regard to control of the Houses of Congress that 

makes party realignment there an early possibility. And the danger of the Republicans 
losing control is not limited to the life of this Congress. The 1954 elections can cost them 
several of the seventeen House seats which they have just won by fewer than one thousand 


votes. 


Republicans will have to weigh the alternatives. Loss of Republican control of both 
Houses of Congress would mean the loss of fifteen committee chairmanships in the Senate 
and nineteen in the House of Representatives. Every Republican member would lose ma- 
jority-status. On the other hand, under a formal alliance between Republicans and 
Southern Democrats the GOP would lose only about half of the chairmanships. Yet in 
these cases, the unfortunate GOP ex-chairman would stand to regain the No. 1 committee 
position in case of retirement or death of the Democratic chairman. And the valuable 
majority status for Republican members would be assured for a generation. As for the 
Southern Democrats, under this arrangement they would all gain majority-status — unless 
they had some exclusions they wished to make — and certain of them would be restored 


to their recent committee chairmanships. 


Thus organized, the Republican-Southern Democrat alliance could over the years be 
reasonably expected to hold more than sixty seats in the Senate, a comfortable working 
majority. In the House of Representatives the alliance could count on two hundred and 
fifty members, also a safe majority. These are minimum estimates based on the elections 
since 1936. 





It was the failure to solve this congressional problem which prevented Ike from 
winning the whole South in the recent election. Southern Democratic members of Congress 
did not stump for him principally because they feared loss of that precious majority status 
on Capitol Hill. The Presidency four years hence may hinge on solution of this problem, 


Should it not be solved by 1956, the “Roosevelt Coalition” which brought on the 
“Roosevelt Revolution” — according to Samuel Lubell in his extraordinary book, The 
Future of American Politics — may be so revamped as to win the Presidency in the next 
contest. In fact, Lubell suggested that one defeat for the “Roosevelt Coalition” might be 
necessary to firm up the lines that held it together. Once again returned to power (with 
a Congressional majority) the “Roosevelt Revolution” would be completed, he maintains, 


P HAMILTON said: 


“We are laboring hard to establish in this country principles more and 
more national, and free from all foreign ingredients, so that we may be neither 
‘Greeks nor Trojans’, but truly Americans.” 


These “truly Americans”’, the conservatives (regardless of party affiliation) , feel rather 
than know that their institutions of personal liberty and national independence are under 
indirect attack, in the name of “security”, personal and national. 


The political problem of these “truly Americans’’ lies in the fact that they are now 
separated in Congress by party labels, although they went far towards joining hands in 
choosing General Eisenhower for President. In the eleven Southern States conservatives 
are represented in Washington by men elected under the “Democratic” label. In the rest 
of the country conservatives are almost entirely represented by “Republicans”. 


Conservatives are in substantial majority in at least 285 of the 435 Congressional Dis- 
tricts. In short, under party realignment, they would hold decisive control of the nation’s 
law-making body. 

But the conservative Southern Democrats cannot become “Republicans” in Washing- 
ton and get re-elected as Democrats in their States and Districts. Nor, can Republicans 
elect more than a handful of members of Congress in the South for many years to come. 
They can, however, formally ally themselves together in joint organization of the Senate 
and House and retain their respective party identities in their own States and Districts. 


This formal congressional alignment is a necessity if in 1956 conservatives of both 
parties wish to align themselves electorally behind a conservative candidate for President. 


Such is the nub of the problem of party realignment. Conservatives can stay in power 
if they solve it in time. 





Mr. Williams, born and raised in the Carolinas, went to New York in the late Twenties where he joined and 
worked for the Republican Party. This year he campaigned for Eisenhower in the South. 
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